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Andover Practical Theology. troubled if we' eannot answer them. 

In an notice of Professor Phelp’s lit- We respond by asking ; How do 
m. xt • . v >i j a you know that they are regenerated? 

tic I k, " fhe New lr , as w , jj 0 VO u know that irresnonsi- 



How do you know that irresponsi- 
ble beings are proper subjects of “re- 
generation” in the sense in which 



wo intimated a purpose to lay before our 
readers some extracts by way of illus- 
tration the Andover conception of prac- i the Scriptures apply the word to adult 
tical suggestions for “brethren in the sinners? Who has told you that the 
ministry, sabbath school teachers, and i 
other thoughtful Christians.’' This prom- 



ire we now proceed to fulfill, the more 
especially as we may thereby furnish our 
readers with the means of judging how 
far the New School theology has gotten 
back towards the old faith of the < )ld 
School men of 1837. 



new birth has any relation to irrespon- 
sible infancy more than to irresponsible 
idiocy? Is a chango of heart conceiva- 
ble in a being who has no heart? What 
is regeneration in an irresponsible soul? 
What authority have we for believing 
anything of suoh a nondescript? Shall 
the whole drift of the. Scriptures be held 
in check by conjectural philosophy? 
Yet once more : if infants are proper 



Trofessor Phelps, undertakes to ex- subjects ofthe same change which adults 
- 4 i , Un undergo in regeneration, then they are 

noun cl the nature, the -Author and ino , • n r r • i .1 . 

pounu me uuuic, ° _ not sinners? If sinners, have they not 

means of conversion. After a series of I s j nne( }? if they have sinned, can they 
very striking remarks on the nature and not repent? If they can either sin or 

necessity of the new birth, ho meets with I repent, can they not know right and 

, , . , I wrong; therefore may not they too, in 

and decides the proposition that , mover- & ^ ^ ^ ^ ratefully . ,\ 0f 

piou i i 0 change of character, not a con- 0Wll begat he us with the word 

stilulional change,, since to “define de- | 0 f truth'' ? Have ye not read : Out of 

pravitv as a viciousness ingrained in the the mouth of babes and sucklings thou 

very build of a spirit like the gnarl ofi perfected praise? Who shall dare 
J , . ... ,, • r .|! to limit God s power of converse with 

an oak, precipitates tie spin .01 the tiniest image of his own being? Arc 
ends of moral government to a level with not the whole heavens mirrored in the 
the gnarl of an oak.” And with the ! retina of a single eyeball ? How much 
true New England idea of tlio troubles | greater is the distance — and what mat- 

„ . °j-_ „„ niptn 1 tera if to his resources — between God 

of a sinner under conviction as nieta- ...... n . 

. . ,, , . n .. , , and a speechless babe than between God 

physical troubles chic y, ius a ois an( ] youornje ? How do we know that 

with the doctrine of imputation : j n t]j e world of infantile seclusion, be- 

Wo may expound to him the “fede- fore speech has broken the eternal si- 
ral representation,” and the “imputa- ! lence from which that world has sprung, 
tion of sin;” and, fora moment, he may God has not ordained a system of moral 
impute it as a sin to his soul that he correspondence with heaven, on which 
cannot help shuddering at the shock ! he administers a government of freo- 
which that conception gives to the con- j dom, of law, and of grace, as perfect in 
science with which Adam, has endued its kind as that of EdeD; a system whioh 
him! Wo may weigh him down with be guards as lovingly as ours; and a sys- 



theologic definitions and qualifications 
and distinctions, aod may back these up 
with authorities and catechisms, till, 
through his sheer bewilderment at our 
prodigious learning, his faith may be 
held bound by our dogma, like mercury 
compre.-sed in a globe. But the instant 
the theologic weights are taken off, the 
globe flies open, and the prisoner springs 
out into the free air. Once more in his 
right mind, Lis faith falls back to the 
logic ot common spnsc, and he feels as 
John Randolph did, that, on such a 
theory of depravity, if regeneration 
means anything, it means that conver- 
sion is a miracle. Be has no more to do 
with it than he bad with his birth. Then 
the eternal conflict in his nature — con- 
science on this side, and reason on that 
side — breaks out with redoubled rage. 
Conscience thunders, “There is no peace 
saith my God to the wicked" Reason 
flings back in defiant answer, “There 
ace saith my God to the victim." 
Concerning this trouble of an anxious 
sinner with the doctrine of imputed sin, 
we have simply to say that our “breth- 
ren in the ministry and Sabbath-school 
teachers” in the regions of Old School 
Presbyterianism, never, so far n3 we 
know, meet with it. Wherever it is found 
to exist as a thing so common as to need 
special suggestions, it must exist as tho 
result of preaching metaphysics rather 
than the gospel. And from the perpet- 
ual recurrence to this subject in the New 
England writers on practical religion, 
ono is led gravely to suspect that the 
preachers first spoil their sinners by 
continually suggesting to them meta 
physical puzzles, whioh they arc more 
apt at suggesting than solving. The 
natural consequence is that when brought 
under conviction for sin, their religious 
teachers have to go through this labor 
of relieving doubts which their own 
wrong artificial touching, rather than 
the sinners own mental movements 
have generated. 

We pass over a number of rather bril- 
liant seotions, striking views of old 
truths freshly expressed, though min 
gled ever and anon with the perpetual 
cant of New England concerning the 
“laws of mind ’’and “God’s method of 
governing mind;” and tho “harmony of 
truth with the nature of mind” — to 
make room for an illustration of the 
New England doctrine of “Truth as in- 
rariably the instrument of conversion.” 
The common faiih of God’s people as- 
serts that tho ordinary means of con- 
version is the word, the truth of God. 
But that in the case of those, as infants 
who cannot apprehend tho truth, the 
Holy Ghost may work above means 

Thus the 10th chapter of our Con 
fession declares that “elect infants dy- 
ingininfancy are regenerated and saved 
by Christ through the Spirit icho work 
eth when and where and how he pleascth, 
so are all other elect persons who are 
incapable of being outwardly called by 
the ministry of the word.” 

We had some curiosity, as we read 
Professor rhclp’a chapters on ‘Truth as 
invariably the means of regeneration,’ to 
line out how he would dispose of this 
case. But we confess we were not a 
little shocked at the cold-blooded pro- 
cess by which he cuts a way for his 
theory, in the following semi-heathen- 
ish conceptions of the dead infants : 

But if conjecture, wiser than truth, 
rqust still press inquiry and ask: “How 
are infants regenerated who die before 
moral responsibility commences?” we 



tern before the mysteries of which an- 
gelic wisdom bends reverently, as we 
stand in awe around the marvels of the 
microscope ? Is such a system any more 
incomprehensible or incredible than the 
laws of communication by instinct in 
humming-birds? Is it any more mar- 
velous than the autocracy of a beehive? 

We pass over many inviting passages 
on “Responsibility as related to sove- 
reignty, to make room for an illustra- 
tion of another sort viz: — Prof. Pholp’s 
suggestions to brethren in the ministry 
and to Sabbath-school teachers, con- 
cerning tho use to be made of publio 
incidents ofthe times in presenting thj 
gospel. In illustrating how responsi- 
bility is not destroyed by depravity, he 
makes the following very remarkable 
flourish, which wo suppose is a trans- 
lation into Andover transcendcntylese of 
the story of Brook’s foolish freak of pas- 
sion in hitting senator Sumner on the 
head with a stick. We conjecture at 
least, that the Brooks and Sumner fraoas 
is the original story though Prof. Phelps 
puts it through the process whioh the 
heroine ofthe nursery classic underwent, 
who was : 

“Tossed up in blankets 
Seventy times S3 high a3 tho moon.” 

Nobody will dispute that Responsi- 
bility is not impaired by depravity, after 
this remarkable proof of it : 

Let this principle be illustrated in an 
occurence which is yet fresh in our na- 
tional history. We were told a few years 
ago, of a man who sat in the councils 
ofthe country, the representative, as he 
said, of a gallant people; we were told 
that, under tho impulse of revenge, ho 
violated tho laws of justice, of honor, of 
courage, and of civilized humanity, of 
all that a gallant people should respect. 
We heard — and did not our ears tingle 
at the story? — wo heard that he crept 
stealthily, and armed to the teeth, into 
the highest legislative sanctuary ofthe 
land, and there, awaiting his time like 
an assassin, he felled to the floor a soli- 
tary, unarmed, and pinioned man; a 
man his superior in age, in official rank, 
in refinement of taste, in classic learn- 
ing, in patriotism, in integrity of con- 
science, in all that can dignify a gentle- 
man and statesman. 

Did we not holdthemantobe a man and 
therefore responsible for his blindfold 
conscience, and his infuriated passion, 
and for all the consequences ? Did wo 
not hold him guilty for not knowing 
what he did? Did we not believe it to 
have been his own spirit that was tho 
demon in his heart? Was it not a free 
demon ? Was it not a voluntary demon? 
Was it not a responsible demon ? Who 
believes that he was unable to resist the 
impulses of that demoniacal possession? 
When the cyesoftwenty millions flashed 
fire, and their lips execrated the deed, 
was it in rebuke of a poor lunatic who 
had strayed from the tombs ? When 
the echo of those blows came back to us 
from the other side of tho Atlantic, in 
the outcry of the civilized world, from 
Gibralter to Siberia, against the barbar- 
ism of American institutions, was it 
mistaken cruelty towards one whose 
dwelling was with the beastsofthe field, 
and who did eat gras3 like oxen? Oh 
no, no ! The common conscience of the 
world answers, No. The common sense 
of the world responds, No. The rever- 
beration of cannon and the tramp of a 
million armed men have protested, No. 
Impartial history will confirm the ver- 
dict, No. Thoughtful men, but a few 
months after stood around an open grave. 
They shut their mouths in awe-struck 
silence. That which had not been told 
them, they saw; that which they had not 
heard, did they consider. They thought 
within themselves: Here lies a poor, de- 
luded, blinded, infatuated sinner, but 



inquost to which death has not given up 
its secret: “Died by visitation of God.” 
Christian minds, the world over, when 
they heard of that untimely end, remem- 
berod God’s own decree : “Bloody and 
deceitful men shall not live out half 
their days.” And all the people said, 
“Amen.” So impossible is it to stultify 
the moral convictions of the world, by 
the figment of a moral responsibility de- 
stroyed by the obdurncy or the passion- 
ateness of guilt. 

This illustration will serve another 
purpose than to exhibit the Andover 
sensation style of preaching to anxious 
sinners. It furnishes us with an analo- 
gy whereby to express to plain people 
our objection to tho whole style and 
spirit ofthe New England theology. For 
precisely like this Andover edition of 
the Brooks and Sumner story is the An- 
dover edition of the g03pel theology; 
unnatural, stilted, exaggerating little 
things and belittling great things. Ex- 
hibiting God as interposing with special 
judgment to punish Brooks for hitting 
a Senator on the head rather roughly, 
and yet regardless ofjhe cowardly crimes 
of the Butlers, the Hunters, the Holts, 
and the Tutchins thathavo tortured tho 
hearts of a thousand of Senator Sumner’s 
betters. 

It never seems to have occurred to 
Prof. Phelps that his metaphysical anx- 
ious enquirers, after he has convinced 
them that Brooks’death was a j udgment of 
God for his sin, will be puzzled as badly 
as ever to know why men so much worse 
than Brooks are allowed to pass on 
through life without judgments? And 
if Brooks’ death infers an infinite crime 
previously committed as tho cause of it, 
then what infiaitc crimes have the thou- 
sand men been guilty of who died as 
Brooks died? 



respond by inquiries whioh are at least j still a deluded sinner, a blinded sinner, 
as wise; though for ourselves we do not I an infatuated sinner. They thought of 
revere them, nor are our dreams | the verdict sometimes rendered at an 



Our Episcopal Brethren not In Harmon} . 

Tho January No. of the American 
Quarterly Church Review, has an arti- 
cle on tho “Church and Party Work,” 
which is also published as a Tract for 
general circulation. We extract, by 
way of illustrating the style and man- 
ner in which the Episcopal brethren 
deal with each other, the following par- 
agraphs in review of a recent meeting 
of Episcopal Bishops and Clergy in 
New York, and tho speeches of Rev. 
John Cotton Smith, Dr. Tyng, and oth- 
ers : 

Tho irregularities and violations of 
Law and Order, in which the Rev. John 
Cotton Smith formerly made himself 
conspicuous, we called attention to, a 
year ago, in our defense of Bishop Pot- 
ter’s Pastoral Letter ; and on that sub- 
ject we have nothing now to say. But 
there occurred to us then, wbat we now 
cannot but allude to 1 the singular per- 
sistence with which this gentleman 
presents himself before tho Church, as 
the Rev. John Colton Smith ! Why this 
uniform fullness in giving such a pat- 
ronymic? John Cotton is a historic 
name. After John Cotton had made 
England an uncomfortable place for 
himself to live in, by his Puritanical 
obstinacy and self-will, by his rejection 
of the Liturgy, and of clerical vest- 
ments, as “ Execrabiles Vestes ,” — so they 
stigmatized them — he finally sneaked 
about the country in disguise, “ under 
a changed name and garb,” and at last, 
fled to New England, (in 1633,) where 
he soon made himself notorious. He 
was a man of no inconsiderable learn- 
ing and talent; but he was thoroughly 
and intensely hostile to the Reformed 
Church of England. Such is the man 
whom the Rev. John Cotton Smith ha- 
bitually holds up to our gaze, in con- 
nection with his own name. Perhaps 
ho will say, that such a name is better 
than simple John Smith, which is no 
name at all. 

There were several points in Bishop 
Eastburn’s 6pecch whioh are noticeable; 
such as his disparaging manner, when 
speaking of the Church; accusing his 
brethren of regarding tho Church “as a 
sort of female deity,” and of using the 
terms “she” and “her,” &c. 

For some reason, the Bishop’s intense 
dislike for every thing which looks like 
reverenco for the Sacraments of our 
Religion, seems growing upon him, and 
ha-i already become a passion. Thus, 
when at the Consecration of the Mis 
sionary Bishop of China and Japan, tho 
whole body of Bishops, twenty or more 
in number, were kneeling in the spa- 
cious chancel of St. John’s, with their 
faces toward the Altar and the Holy 
Sacrament upon it — an attitude of re- 
spect for the Saorament, as well as one 
most convenient for its reception — he, 
alone, and in the most conspicuous 
manner, assumed a posture which, in 
ordinary social life, he would never 
dare take, and most certainly would 
never take but once, towards any man 
worthy of respect and regard. If he 
sought notoriety by his singularity, he 
certainly attained it. Many were dis- 
turbed and grieved. We have heard 
but ono opinion expressed concerning 
it, even among those who differ in oth- 
er matters. It was a mortifying, shame- 
ful affair, and we pass it by. 

Bishop Eastburn’s defense ofthe very 
principle of Church Parties, of party 
lines, and party organizations, and his 
opposition to our Church Missionary 
organization, are nothing new. When 
several years ago, an Annual Meeting 
ofthe Board of Missions was appointed 
and held in his own parish church at Bos- 
ton, not only did he absent himself from 
the Church, but he even made no pro- 



vision for tho accustomed celebration of 
the Holy Communion. The Bishop’s 
theory ot Party we need not discuss. 

The question is one of C-iastitutional 
Law, and order, of Government, of offi- 
cial duty and obligation. And we ask 
distinctly, and we call for in answer, if 
Secession is a orime in CivitGovcrnmcnt, 
then, is Secession not only right, but 
praiseworthy, when it raises its banner, 
and marshals its forces, within the fold 
of the Church ? If Civil. Government 
oannot stand, if our national existancc 
is destroyed, under theass«med right of 
Secession, then can the Church remain 
unharmed, when any anfi every little 
clique of malcontents ma^ deny her au- 
thority, and set up organizations for 
themselves? That is the question, and 
it is tho only question in this wholo 
matter. 

It is enough with every loyal Chris- 
tian Churchman simply to state it. We 
remember, that at an early period of 
the late war, when a gre*- and excited 
public meeting was holtJ-in'New York, 
the Rev. Dr. Tyng was reported as leav- 
ing his profession, and coming forward 
at that meeting, and, after making an 
luflamable speech, trampling upon a 
Secession Flag, whioh had been captur- 
ed and brought to the city, and that, 
too, with a physical energy which 
“brought down the house.” It would 
have been a pretty sight for tho lit. Rev 
Bishop Johns, of Yirginia ! who, we 
observe, was present in these recent 
meetings. But will the Rev. Dr. Tyng 
tell us, whether he is now, as a Christian 
soldier, a Churchman, marching and 
rallying his forces, under the Flag of 
tho U nion, or under the Flag of Heces- 
sion? 

We beg to ask Dr. Tyng, did he 
think exactly after this fashion, when, 
as a candidate for tho Episcopate of 
Pennsylvania, ho preached and publish- 
ed his famous Convention Sermon, “ A 
Plea for Union”? What these “bold 
and radical measures” are, which Dr. 
Tyng and his friends propose to make 
use of, was, perhaps, in part illustrated 
at the recent election of the Bishop of 
Maine. Wo are informed, that these 
party radical men gave the laymen of 
the Maine Convention a particular type 
of Churohmanship, a man who would 
use a certain shibboloth, and march un- 
der a certain Flag, there should be no 
trouble about the endowment of the 
Episcopal Fund! The Churchmen of 
Maine, as Christians and gentlemen, 
scorned such Simony, such intermed- 
dling and mischief-making, with the 
contempt that it deserved. They knew, 
that the Church can never be built up 
in such a country as ours, covered and 
cursed not only with schisms and divis- 
ions multiplying endlessly, but with a 
learned, bitter, sp-' 1 infidelity, that 
is assuming ever- , ; o ■ u.rn and 
shape, except upe 8 crj; rral, 

positive principles, ho a.. --'ey uni ini- 
ly avowed; and they acted accordingly. 

There are things in the extract given 
above from the Address of the Rev. Dr. 
Tyng, which we cannot pass by ; and 
yet which we cannot allude to at all, 
without great plainness of speech. His 
language was simply horrible. Alas ! 
for the church, if such men are the sole 
guardians of “ Evangelical” Doctrine 
and piety within her fold ! Surely we 
may well say : 

Tantfuna animis ccolestibus inc? 

And yet, we forewarn our readers, 
that a fitting, manly responso to such 
bitter and wrathful denunciations, will 
bo met with the charge of “ dealing in 
personalities.” Personalities! Gentle- 
men, arc you to claim a monopoly of 
Evangelical Doctrine and experimental 
piety; and then, hurl your anathemas 
at your brethren in the Ministry, as 
“unconverted mon?” Are you to stig 
matizo their Churches and their Sunday 
School Book Depository as “Ritualistic 
Menageries,” so foul and vile, that your 
representative speaker declared “ he 
would as soon put his feet within the 
pale of Hell as in such places”? Are 
you to humbug the earnest, honest laity 
with such stuff as this, in order that 
you may arouse their prejudices, and 
levy upon their purses to carry out your 
own partisan schemes ? And then, is 
no defense to be made against such 
wicked, calumnious misrepresentations? 
You are asking quite too much. You 
have said all these harsh, wicked, cruel 
things, oponly and publicly. You have 
scattered such frightful language as this 
to the four corners of the earth; and 
you shall bo held responsible for it. 

And, fir6t, with regard to the use of 
such denunciation by Dr. Tyng, and his 
condemnation of iris -brethren in the 
Ministry, as “unconverted men.” Is 
the Rev. Dr. Tyng quite suro, that all 
those ot our Clergy *ho may happen to 
differ lrom himself on questions of Doc- 
trine, and Polity, and Worship, are in 
fact “unconverted”? What is his test 
of Conversion ? Is a vaulting ambition, 
which scruples not us to the uso of means, 
and is unsparing in its resentments under 
disappointment, — is this one of his tests 
of a truly converted mnn ? lean im- 
perious, ungovernable temper; is an un- 
bridled tongue, which exhausts the 
“ King’s English” in pouring forth its 
scathing, blasting epithets at the objects 
of bitter hate; are ebullitions of fitful 
anger so violent as to suspend the func- 
tions of memory, — are these among Dr. 
Tyng’s tests of genuine Conversion? In 
one of his addresses, tho Rev. Dr. is 
reported to have threatened the Rev. Dr. 
Dyer, who sat face to face before him, 
that if the Evangelical Knowledge So- 
ciety published such and such senti- 
ments, he would hang Dr. Dyer upon 
the next damp-post. Is such an exhi- 
bition of temper as this, a test of genu- 
ine conversion? Whether the Rev. Dr. 
Dyer has been trained to cower like a 
whipped spaniel before such an insult, 
or whether he resented it like a Chris- 
tian gentleman, we do not know. 



The Rev. Dr. Tyng is reported to have 
used the expression about “putting his 
feet within the gates of Heli,” in refer- . 
ence, in part at least, to the publishing 
Office of the Sunday School Union and 
Church Book Society. 

Among the late preachers of the An- 
nual Sermons in behalf of that Society, 
we find the names of the Rt. Rev. Bish- 
ops Burgess, Clark and Cox; and the 
Rev. Drs. Morgan and Pitkin. Are these 
men to be held up before the Church as 
advocites of an Institution, within 
whose precincts the Rev. Dr. Tyng 
would no sooner enter, than he would 
“ put his feet within the pale of Hell”? 

Yet this was the burden of complaint 
throughout alt those days and nights 
that those Meetings were held. It was 
Ritualism, Ritualism, Ritualism. And 
when they had nothing else to say, they 
could still say — Ritualism. 

If those men can defend their Seces- 
sion, their factious plottings, and their 
party organizations, on no better ground 
than this, — and from first to last wc 
heard of little else, — lheir Party musi 
be in a bad way. Calling hard names, 
even the crack of the whip at such of 
tho “younger Min sters” as may still 
persist in being “no party men,” will 
not answer. No Party, in the Church 
or out of the Church, can live, that is 
not based on a great, eternal principle 
of Truth. And no institution that is 
based on such principle, will ever die, 
unless it be by suicide. This much is 
all that we need, in tnis present connec- 
tion, to say about Ritualism, which 
formed the principal ground of com- 
plaint at these Meetings of the “Church 
Missionary and Evangelical Knowledge” 
Societies. 

In respect to the whole' subject of 
Ritualism, of course this is not the 
place in which to discuss it. It will be 
examined, in every possible aspect 01 
the subject, in our pages, before we are 
through with it. 

We would suggest to the very amia- 
ble class of people who are going into 
the Episcopal Church, to avoid the 
troubles and controversies of the Pres 
byterian Church, that there is an old 
adage about “jumping out of the fry- 
ing pan into the fire.” They forget that 
wherever truth is maintained there must 
be controversy. Hence Jesus said “ I 
came not to send peace, but the sword.” 

It is- very manifest from the history of 
the last five years, that though our breth- 
ren of tho Episcopal Church succeeded 
in getting the severed parts of that body 
united, yet Prelacy is no guarantee 
against fanaticism any more than Pres- 
bytory. Dr. Tyng, Rev. John Cotton 
S^iith and Bishop Mcllvaine can be just 
as Radical, as Cucever, Beecher and 
Storrs. • 



For tho Free Oiiidtian Common wealth. 

A Jiew Exodus. 

ThaQthere are thousands of private 
members of the Presbyterian Church, 
who are thoroughly dissatisfied with 
their present status, no one who has 
thought upon the subject, can doubt. 
In addition to the mingled feeling of 
sorrow and shame, which all right mind- 
cdChristians experienced, in view of the 
lapses of six successive Assemblies — 
there is a deep seated resentment, none 
the less real and earnest because it is 
entertained in silence, or because no 
satisfactory method of deliverance is 
apparent. The illogical, unconstitution- 
al and unscriptural utterances of the 
chief court — beginning in 1861, and 
capping the olimax in I860, have pro- 
duced a double effect. Tho pastors are 
demoralized, and their charges are dis- 
gusted. No emotion is so universally 
distributed throughout tho wide do- 
mains of American Presbyterianism, as 
the feeling of utter contempt for the 
men who have dared to enact atrocious 
laws in the name of God. 

It might seem that an exodus from a 
body notoriously corrupt and notorious- 
ly apostate, would be indicated as a step 
to be taken at all hazards. If the acts 
of the St. Louis Assembly were tho acts 
of the Presbyterian ('hurch, the ques- 
tion is very nearly settled. In Ibat body 
the headship of Christ in His Church 
was as really denied, as His supremo 
Divinity was ever denied in any Unita- 
rian Conventicle. If there is a differ- 
ence in tho atrocity of these different 
heresies that is a separate matter for dis- 
cussion. Perhaps the one is a venial, 
the other a mortal offence, but they are 
both sins against God, and God’s people 
are bound to protest against them both. 
Moreover, the Assembly of I860 was 
only the logical culmination ofthe apos- 
tasy begun in 1861, and no folly can 
equal the folly of wailing for the deliver- 
ances of 1867. 

The grounds upou which the excision 
ordinances of 1837 proceeded, were 
thought to be entirely sufficient thirty 
years ago. Yet who will compare the. 
malignant utterances of Thomas and 
McLean, with the very worst of all New 
School heresies, and r-ay that the former 
heretics were the more wolfish and 
blood-thirsty? Again : the New School 
errors were held to be vital, and no token 
of re-construction can be found in the 
history of the two churches, until Dr. 
Tustin’s remarkable Assembly inaugu- 



rated the new union theory. Dr. Spring ' 
opened the ball in 1861, Dr. Tustin 
came in with the “ refreshments” a year 
or two later, and Dr. Thomas pronoun- 
ced the “benediction” in 1S66. What 
is left to be done in 1867? It will only 
be a repetition of Balak’s experiment. 
Spring, Tustin, MoLean and Thomas 
have cursed Israel from tho four quar- 
ters of the globe, and the next Assembly 
can furnish no better stand point. — 
“Come, curse me them from thence,” is 
the only sentence that can proceed from 
the New School body, and there is little 
room to doubt that this “ largo and in- 
fluential” body of Christians will con 
trol all the Assemblies on the North 
side of the line, from next May onward. 
Nor is it likely that any future Assem- 
bly will permit a better Balaam or a 
better representation of the historical 
personage that hurt Balaam’s foot, than 
maybe found among tho St. LouiB wor- 
th'® 0 For example, Thomas was a 
pretty good cursor, and may represent 
tho prophet, and McLean, the other. 

In the face of all this, there remains 
the fact, that God fearing and eonserva 
tive men still cling to the “Church of 
their fathers." They are not blind to 
the woeful lapses of their Church, but 
they hope for amendment in the future. 
The good utterances of 1867 shall atone 
for the evil of preceding years. Besides, 
these dirty, political questions, with 
which the Assemblies havo defiled the 
Church, do not seem to touch the daily 
life and conversation of their pastors. 
When in tho courts l they are official 
personages, and when they return to 
their pulpits they are only gospel 
preachers. Auy one who has discussed 
the matter with the hold-fast member- 
ship, will be familiar with these argu- 
ments. And if these or similar argu- 
ments will not avail, we are assailed 
with those glorious injunctions of the 
Apostle, touching charity, long suffer- 
ing, brotherly love, forbearance and the 
the like. To all of which wo say 
Amen! If wo harbored one unloving 
sentiment against any servant of our 
Lord, we should doubt'our own interest 
in His salvation. We havo forborne, 
have had patience, have striven to culti- 
vate a spirit of brotherly-kindness and 
charity, and we have no desire or design 
to indulge any worse spirit. But we 
will love those dear brethren just as well, 
when we have established different ec 
clesiastioal relations, and even love them 
better, when we have divested ourselves 
of all responsibility for their errors. If 
they unite with the New School people 
next year, it would be mid-summer mad 
ness to expect the old church ever to 
recover her former status, and that they 
will unite, seems about as certain as 
that the Ides of May will ever dawn 
upon us again. . . > 

For the Free Christian Commonwealth. 

Dr. Humphrey in Central Kentucky. 

NO. 2. 

Let us sea further if the require- 
ments of the Assembly, in order to fel- 
lowship in the Presbyterian Churoh, 
arc not directly subversive of tho set- 
tled faith, and organic law, whioh we 
have accepted as interpreting the will 
of God. Our Confession of Faith, holds 
these words : “All Synods and Coun- 
cils may err, and many have erred, 
therefore they are not to bo mado the 
rule of faith or practioe.” 

The Assembly eujoins, that if an in- 
dividualcomes from any of the Southern 
States, and applies for admission ioany 
of our churches, he must be examined 
upon his views of slavery and loyalty, 
and if he does not answer according to 
the Assembly’s testimony on these sub- 
jects, he must be refused admission. 
What is this, but making the Assem- 
bly a rule of faith and practice? A poor 
sinner, so unfortuuate as to come from 
a certain geographical section — a gentile 
in the flesh — called the uncircumcision 
by that which claims to be the circum- 
cision — seeks the door of the Church of 
Christ. The Spirit of God has humbled 
his heart to the dust; his sense of guilt 
has agonized his conscience; sorrow 
bends his soul, because his sins brought 
a loving Saviour to the accursed tree. 
The compassion of God has softened, 
the love of Jesus has overpowered his 
wayward heart; ho loves a Saviour who 
first loved him. A well-spring of joy 
has been opened within; the love of God 
is shed abroad within his heart. The 
first rising of his new life — the first re- 
sponse to the grace he has received — is 
to tell unto others what God has 'done 
for hissoul;to consecratehimselfto Him, 
by whose blood he has been bought; 
and to seek admission to tho fellowship 
ofthe people of Christ. He comes to 
us, to whom Christ has entrusted the 
power of the keys, and who are to min- 
ister in his authority. His heart and 
ours aro melted to tenderness, his eyes 
and ours are suffused with tears, while 
he speaks of the wonderful grace ofGod. 
and tolls how the love of Jesus has con- 
quered, how the sweet peace of God 
rules in his heart, believing on Christ, 
and how the light ofthe countenance of 
his reconciled Father quickens his soul 
with joy. At the close of this rehearsal 
of God’s gracious dealing with a poor 
sinner, once blind and lost; think of us 
who are appointed to open and shut, in 
Christ’s name, the door of fellowship, 
responding — upon these points of faith 
and love, you give evidence altogether 
satisfactory; but there are some other 
matters upon which we must examine 



you with particular care. — What do you 
think of Slavery! — What are your views 
of the Southern rebellion ! And if, in 
his honesty, he canDot answer according 
to the testimony of the Assembly upon 
these subjects, “he shall not be admit- 
ted to the communion of the Church.” 
W ould not this be making the Assem- 
bly a rule of faith and practice, when 
its testimonies are given such prepon- 
derance over the faith and love ofChrist? 
Would there be in this, any endeavor- 
ing to keep the unity ofthe Spirit, in 
the bond of peace ? Would not this be 
exalting unity in the testimonies ofthe 
Assembly above the unity of believers 
in Christ? Would you expect us to dis- 
tract, with such questions, the mind of 
a sinner, in the earnestness of his soul 
confessing Christ? Would it not be a 
desecration of a scene so hallowed, to 
intrude these things of earth, “which 
minister questions, rather than godly 
edifying, which is in faith ? 

To debar from the communion ofthe 
Church on earth, is to pronounce, in 
most solemn terms, our judgment that 
suoh a sinner is debarred from heaven. 
And if it is proper, and of duty to ex- 
amine an applicant for churoh member- 
ship upon these questions, it would be 
equally proper, and of duty to urge them 
upon one whose la-t sands of life were 
running down, and who was about to 
sink into the grave without the hopes 
of the gospel. For if these matters are 
of such religious importance, as to justi- 
fy exclusion fromthefellowship'ofGod’a 
people in the Church on earth, they are 
enough to banish the sinner from the 
presence of God forever. If any of us 
were called to the dying bed of one 
whose eye of sense was growing dim — 
whose life had almost ebbed away — 
and we were asked to improve the few 
last moments, in speaking words which 
should be for the life of an immortal 
soul; while we felt the pressure of that 
cold hand, and saw tho earnest spirit 
dimly shining through thoso glazing 
eyes, and in tho muteness of approach- 
ing deatty, pleading that we would quick- 
ly point to the way ot life — in such a 
moment of that soul’s peril, would we 
once think of slavery, or the Southern 
rebellion ? 

Some suppose that it is only by re- 
mote construction, that we can interpret 
the delivers uebs ofthe Assembly as im- 
posing unscriptural terms of commu- 
nion. Many have not read the acts of 
Assembly, and therefore are not able to 
judge of the facts for themseives. On 
pago 563 of the printed Minutes of the 
Assembly of 1865, will be found the 
following order, to control the action of 
church sessions: 

“Church sessions are also ordered to 
examine all applicants for church mem- 
bership by persons from tho Southern 
States, or who have been living in the 
South since tho rebellion, concerning 
their oonduct and. principles on the 
points above specified; (rebellion and 
slavery,) and if it be found that of their 
own free will they have taken up arms 
against the United States, or that they 
hold slavery to be an ordinance of God, 
as above stated, such persons shall not 
be admitted to the communion of the 
Church till they give evidence of repent- 
ance for their sin, and renounce their 
error.” 

Against this ordinance we protested 
and remonstrated, because it would tend 
to make irreparable the breach which 
already existed; and because it would 
lay upon our conscience a burden which 
neither we nor our fathers could bear. 
It prescribed terms of oommuuion in- 
consistent with the doctrine of unity in 
Christ, and instituted a system of close 
communion, not upon any doctrine of 
religion, but upon the questions of loy- 
alty and freedom, us these questions are 
interpreted by the Aseembly. 

We censure some of our Baptist breth- 
ren for their close communion on the 
mode of baptism. Bqt baptism is the 
initiating ordinance, and their views of 
it giveAsome show of reason for their 
practice. And are the Assembly’s tes- 
timonies on loyalty and freedom to be 
classed even ^ith the outward ordi- 
nances of religion; much less with faith 
in Christ, as conditions of fellowship? 
Candor and honesty may judge by whom 
the unity of tho Spirit has been broken. 
Dr. Monfort says tbatthe “Constitution- 
al amendment and the acts of the As- 
sembly” are “the same in spirit and sub- 
stance ! ” and that rc-construotiou in 
Church aud State cau never be attained 
on any other basis.” 

The unity of such a ,l spirit" might be 
kept, by surrendering conscience, by 
casting out the Spirit of Christ, and 
yieldiog unquestioning obodicnce to the 
mandates of the Assembly^ But is this 
the unity whioh Christ tefttflios; and tho 
perfeotion of which is to be found in 
heaven f 

A stranger, understanding the doo- 
triuo of the unity of believer-; in Christ, 
as taught in the Scriptures, might have 
supposed Dr. Humphrey’s discourse on 
this subject to he directed particularly 
against the ordinances of the Assembly 
of 1865; yet in treating of this unity; 
the duty of maintaining it; and the sin 
of disturbing it, he did not mention 
these ordinances. And it almost passed 
out of his mind to notice them at all in 
discussing the questions whioh are at 
issue. He merely called them up at the 
close of his address, as if they were only 
incidental matters, to be quickly dis- 
posed of, after questions of importance 
had been fully treated. But as we pro 7 
gress in the review of his doctrine and 
argument, it will be shown that the or- 
dinances of 1865 do not occupy the ob- 
scure plaec, which he assigns them, in 
the history of our trouble-'; and that so 
far from being “preterinitted” to the 
extent whioh he would lead us to sup- 
pose, the immediate causeof the division 
in Kentucky has been adherence to an 
act which was designed as a measure to 
enforce these ordinances. “Jat.” 
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Cannot Twenty-five Thousand Dollars be 

obtained from the True Presbyterians 

of the Border and Northern States. 

A letter from that eminent servant of 
God, Dr. J. Leighton Wilson, under 
date of Dee. 13th, presents the follow- 
ing statement of facts : 

“ It was hoped that the very great lib- 
erality of our friends in Kentucky and 
Maryland, together with what was done 
among ourselves, would have placed all 
our feeble and prostrated churches on a 
self-sustaining basis before this time. 
But the severe drought of last summer, 
superadded to our previous poverty, has 
put many of these churches into as help- 
less a condition as they were eighteen 
months ago. So far as can be ascertained 
at present, there will be not less than fivo 
hundred of these churches that will need 
help, to a less or greater extent, the com- 
ing year. I have now on hand some 
forty or fifty applications for assistance, 
which cannot be met before our general 
collection is taken up in January next. 

You will remember, perhaps, that it 
was stated in my report to the Assembly 
that upwards of one hundred of our 
church edifices were entirely destroyed 
or very much injured during the war. 
About one half ot this number have been 
rebuilt or repaired. We have before us 
many urgent claims from this quarter. 

Further, it is imperatively necessary 
that we enlarge our evangelistic labors 
for the Freedmen. We have the offer of 
something like twenty ministers dispos- 
ed to enter upon this work, if we could 
only guarantee them support. 

Now, for these different objects, we 
urgently need at least $50,000. While I 
have every confidence that our own 
churches will do their best, I am afraid 
we shall not realize from them more than 
the half of this amount. 

Now, if your Committee can aid us in 
this matter, it will confer solid and last- 
ing blessings on all our churches, and 
place us under renewed and increased 
obligations to our Christian brethren in 
Kentucky. In what way you should be- 
stow your benefactions it is for the Com- 
mittee, of course, to decide. Wo think, 
however, if you can make appropriations 
in the bulk to our Committee from time 
to time, wo could use the fund to the 
very best advantage. The system of 
Domestic Missions which we are perfect- 
ing, and with which you, no doubt, be- 
came somewhat acquainted at Memphis, 
is probably the best that has ever been 
devised, and cannot fail ere long to place 
all our feeble churches on a solid foun- 
dation." 

In addition this official view of the 
general wants of the Southern field, we 
are receiving private letters, almost dai- 
ly, from excellent men in various sec- 
tions of the South, setting forth the 
extreme difficulty of maintaining their 
plaoes, with starvation threatening them 
and their families; and some of them mis- 
taking the nature of our disbursing 
oommittee of missions here, apply to be 
directed to some field of labor where 
they can at least find food and clothing. 

We beg the earnest and solemn at- 
tention of all these Presbyterians in the 
Border and Northern States, who hope 
still to see the true Old School Presby- 
terian faith maintained in the country, 
to these important facts. We observe 
that the organs of the apostasy are al- 
ready beginning to indulge in specula- 
tions as to the probability that the 
Southern ministry must become secu- 
larized in order to obtain the means of 
living. In that event the supposition 
is, that a minority, with the Northern 
theories of the Church and religion will 
enter into possession of these Churches. 
To some extent that supposition may be 
well founded; but the probability is 
that the larger portion of the people 
whose denominational prejudices are 
not very strong, will scatter into the 
Episcopal and Methodist Churches. 

The day is past, we trust, when the 
insensate cry of “sympathy with the 
Southern Church,” and “sympathy with 
the rebellion,” may so frighten timid 
people as to prevont their seeing that, 
whatever may have been the errors of 
the Southern people on other points, still 
the Southern Churches arc now, more 
than ever the chief hope of maintaining 
any considerable organization in this 
oountry to testify for pure conservative 
Presbyterianism. So far, since the war 
olosed, the Lord has so manifestly bless- 
ed the Southern ministry and churches 
with the spirit of a sound mind, and a 
martyr spirit of endurance under all their 
hardships, that the miserable partizan 
clamor against them can no longer pre- 
vent tho genuine Christian feeling of 
the Northern Presbyterian people from 
indulging its impulses of fraternal sym- 
pathy for their Southern brethren. And 
even malignant partizanship begins to 
perceive the expediency of putting on 
kinder looks and saying kinder things. 
The door iB opening wider und wider 
every day, for the most intimate and 
unrestricted co-operation of brethren of 
“ like precious faith,” irrespective of 
sectional and ecclesiastical divisions. 
And this very tendency devolves upon 
us in the Border and Northern States 
a more direct responsibility for the 
support of the Southern Churches in 
poverty and distress. 

Partizan clamor, on the one hand, has 
been charging the friends of truth in 
the Border States with a purpose to se- 
duce off our Synods to the Southern As- 
sembly, as the chief end of their pro- 
tests against the Northern Assembly. 
And on the other and, large numbers 
of our best people have been very impa- 
tient for such formal ecclesiastical con- 
nexion with the Southern Churches. We 
have heretofore steadfastly maintained, 



notwithstanding the hue and cry of the 
one, and against the remonstrances of 
the other, that the question of ecelesias- 
| tical connection is at present a minor 
question. The grand question is, wheth- 
er we will allow a great organized Pres- 
byterianism that stands upon our plat- 
form of dootrinal and ecclesiastical faith, 
to be crushed out and perish under the 
desolations of war and famine, merely 
because its members, as citizens, have 
maintained a different political creed 
from ours? As for ourselves individu- 
ally, notwithstanding all partizan false- 
hoods to the contrary, we have never 
concurred in their political theories, but 
we have held, and do hold to their gen- 
eral theory of Presbyterianism as 
against the Jacobinism that has attempt- 
ed to hide itself under that name. And 
in our capacity as ecclesiastical office- 
bearers, we have felt bound to recog- 
nize the eoolesiastical as abovo any po- 
litical bond. Nor do we perceive that 
it is at all inconsistent with their rele- 
tions to the Northern Assembly that 
those who hold the same views of Pres- 
byterianism with the Southern Churches 
should render every assistance in their 
power to those Churches in maintaining 
their testimony for the ancient faith 
and order even against the apostasies 
of the Northern Churches. Thatinthe 
end, unless the Lord shall wonderfully 
interpose to crush fanaticism, thoso 
who maintain the truth will bo driven 
out of the Northern Assembly, we have 
not a doubt. But that is another ques- 
tion that enters not into the more im- 
portant question whether in the mean 
time the Southern Churches who stand 
up for the same great truths that we 
maintain shall be crushed out and per- 
ish under tho desolation of war and 
famine, while we have the means to 
preserve them. 

That noble man of God, who stands 
as the representative of these suffering 
churohes, tells us that fifty thousand 
dollars is needed to sustain them, one 
half of which only can be raised by 
thoirimpoverislied people. Is it a great 
thing to ask of these Presbyterians and 
the friends of true Presbyterianism in 
the Border and Northern States, that 
they shall raise and send them the other 
twenty- five thousand? We feel very 
confident that tho Presbyterians of Ken- 
tucky and the noble-hearted true Pres- 
byterians scattered along the Northern 
border will raise one-half of it, if Mis- 
souri, Maryland, and the true men at 
the East will send the other half. Yes, 
and we will thrertv in a considerable pile 
of corn and other supplies for the fam- 
ine districts to boot. What say you, 
brethren of Missouri, Maryland, and 
the East? Shall we not see to it that 
these suffering brethren be kept alive 
and their little ones, until the Lord 
shall send again the early and the lat- 
ter rains? 

The Ex. Committee of Missions here, 
will appropriate from time to time, such 
overplus of funds as may be entrusted 
to them in the manner Dr. Wilson sug- 
gests. They will also act as an agency 
for receiving and forwarding contribu- 
tions of corn and other supplies for the 
families of ministers, and the poor of 
the churohes in the famine districts of 
the South. Let our people send on 
their contributions to the missionary 
fund of §20,000 as fast as they cau. 
The ooming four months will be the 
time of greatest need among our South- 
ern brethren. Send on, also, the corn, 
flour, meat, clothing, and supplies of 
any sort, or funds for purchasing socks. 
There is no time to be lost. 

In the meantime, could we reach the 
ear of our Southern brethren in dis- 
tress, we would say to them : Stand fast 
to your posts as long as you can ; you 
are each worth any three new men even 
if they could be sent to take your 
places. You have suffered with your 
people and thereby bound them to you; 
you can best sympathise with them ; you 
best understand their spiritual wants. 
The poor freedmen understand your 
gospel and will confide in you as direc- 
tors more than in strangers. We think 
wo can understand and sympathise with 
your sorrows. We know you have suf- 
fered long, and suffered much; and how 
“hope deferred maketh the heartsick.” 
We think we can comprehend something 
of the anguish that wring your manly 
hearts, as the mute eloquence of that 
meek look of your care-worn wife, and 
prematurely thoughtful daughters, or 
of that subdued and disoouraged look 
of your noble boys, stirs the very depths 
of a spirit that could stoically endure 
any mere personal privations and the 
blasting of your early hopes. But try 
to look upon it all as the service of suf- 
fering which the Master requires of you 
instead of that service of doing which 
you hoped to render to His oause. Re- 
member, Jesus has specially honored 
the service of suffering and poverty. 
To poor Lazarus who could not do at 
all but only suffer , He assigns the sec- 
ond place in Heaven, next Abraham. 
The poor widow, as trembling and 
abashed she threw in her mite, was in 
His estimation nobler than the wealthy 
with their rich gifts. To the humble 
maiden that could express her gratitude 
by nothing else than the darling trinket 
of her girlish pride— the alabaster box 
— He assigned an immortal fame. 



And the true friends of Jesus and 
His Truth will honor your poverty for 
His sake, above all the titles and wealth 
that may fall to the lot of more favored 
brethren. The day is coming, when in 
His church, the memory of those who 
endured these sufferings for Christ’s 
sake and His gospel will bo precious 
abovo all the honors and titles of the 
schools. Wait on the Lord. Bear yet 
a little longer. Already the storm be- 
gins to lull, and friends may reach you 
with succor. 

In the meantime, you should feel no 
humiliation at the thought of making 
known any special extremity to which 
you have been bronght that the general 
official measuros of relief will not reach. 
There is some friend surrounded by 
plenty to whom you can write. There 
are kind-hearted brethren, surrounded 
by kind-hearted people, who will cheer- 
fully respond, if but assured that the 
call is a worthy one. Nor will such re- 
gard you as beggars, but as fellow-labo- 
rers who have a claim upon them. You 
are standing for the Master’s cause, and 
our cause. Let your people ask your 
Committee of Missions at Columbia for 
aid. We will do what we can to furnish 
their treasury. Let us know hero at 
Louisville if “the barrel of meal wast- 
eth and the cruise of oil fail,” and we 
will try and make them last “until the 
day that the Lord sendeth rain upon 
the earth.” If an emergency arises 
that neither of these will meet, call pri- 
vately upon some kind-hearted Chris- 
tians in more favored regions to supply 
the lack. Do not give way to despond- 
ency. You may be called to suffer 
much, but if in the path of duty, and 
content to bear poverty the Lord hath 
promised to “make your bread and 
water sure.” 

The Southern Assembly and tho Freed- 
men. 

We expressed the opinion to friends 
at the Memphis Assembly that the time 
had not come for that body to discuss 
and define the ecclesiastical status of the 
freedmen among thenv That especially 
was it inexpedient to discuss in thesi 
the question whether the Church should, 
irrespective of the current feeling in so- 
ciety at the South, and still more at the 
North, against the social admixture of 
the two races thus thrown together in 
the providence of God, undertake to set 
popular opinion and prejudice at defi- 
ance, by tho utterance of abstract dog- 
mas on the subjeot. That it would be 
time enough to meet that question as 
cases actually occurred of negroes hav- 
ing all the qualifications for the ministry 
prescribed in our Book, applying for 
ordination on the call of a congregation, 
or as Evangelists. 

The difficulty about such a discussion 
just at this time is that, no matter how 
they should decide, such is the state of 
feeling at the North that their “good 
would only be evil spoken of,” and such 
the social sentiment of the South that 
their error on such a subject must be 
irretrievable— should they fall into error. 
It. seemed to us to be a case for the ap- 
plication of that principle of our Book, 
which declares that in a case whenever 
there is uncertainty, it may “be proper to 
wait until God in his righteous provi- 
dence shall give further light.” 

The event, has in our judgment, jus- 
tified all our fears on the subject. It is 
worthy of special note that while an 
honest, hard-fisted Jacobin like Dr, 
Monfort recognizes the real difficulty of 
the question, and refers with kindness 
and liberality of sentiment to the As- 
sembly’s discussion and action, lisping 
ecclesiastical Cockneyism, as represent- 
ed in the Neio York Observer , raises its 
lilly fingered hands in affected horror at 
some monster which it discovers in the As- 
sembly’s dignified and common sense 
statement ofits continued and earnest de- 
sire for the spiritual welfare of the negro; 
its desire that the negro and white shall 
worship together as of old; its injunction 
upon the churches to see to his educa- 
tion and elevation; and its readiness 
to provide for a separate worship if the 
negroes prefer it, in every way that the 
novel circumstances in which both the 
negroes and the whites find themselves 
will admit of. The Presbyterian at Phil- 
adelphia seems not to have discovered 
anything amiss in the action of the As- 
sembly until tho Observer's sharper eye 
discoveied in it the material “to fire 
tho Northern heart” with. And we 
blush for human nature to find even our 
exotic cotemporary of Louisville— tho ugh 
nominally at least representing a former 
slavcholding community, and therefore 
able to appreciate, (were it not for the 
blindness of malignant partisanship) the 
immense difficulties of the subject, and 
the practical piety and good sense of the 
Assembly’s deliverance — takes up the 
Observer's parable, and with shameless 
effrontery assails, with the vulgar cant 
of abolitionism, the brethren who are 
laboring at a burden which they will 
not touch with one of their fingers. 

We have already published in full 
the Assembly’s paper. It was our pur- 
pose to publish the Presbyter's remarks 
thereon, but unfortunately have mislaid 
it. The Presbyterian s being a mere 
after-thought and echo of the Observer 
is not worth the space. And as to the 
miserable second hand sneering of our 
exotic neighbor, we .would fain spare 



our Kentucky readers the humiliation 
of further notice of it. It will suffice 
to make u brief citation from, the Obser- 
ver s article from which these less astute 
observers have borrowed their wisdom. 
After professing to find a horrible doc- 
trine in the Assembly’s third resolution 
providing that when negroes will not 
worship with the whites, they shall se- 
lect superintendents of their own under 
the advice of Sessions — the Observer 
cites the resolution of the Assembly 
appointing a committee to visit Europe 
— and thua^proceeds : 

Will this Committee go before the 
“Christian churches and societies in the 
kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
and on the continent of Europe,’’ and 
"bear true expressions of their views and 
wishes” of the Assembly on this subject? 
Will they dare to tell the people of those 
countries that they have solemnly, in the 
name of God, voted that no black man 
shall be allowed to become a minister or 
a ruling elder within the limits or under 
the jurisdiction of the branch of the 
Church which they represent? Will they 
dare to acknowledge that their General 
Assembly has effectually shut the door 
against the organization of a single church 
among the four millions of emancipated 
blacks, or even among those who were 
free and intelligent before? We trow not. 
It was said on the floor of the Assembly 
by one of tho members, in the progress 
of the discussion of this question: “The 

eyes of the whole Church, the whole coun- 
try, and, in^ fait, the whole world are upon 
this Assembly, , to see what it is going to 
do about these four millions of people 
among us.” The Assembly has acted. 
Whatever may be the opinion of the 
Southern churches in regard to it, there 
can be no question what will be the ver- 
dict of the Christian world. 

Wp should not have felt called upon 
thus to review the action of this General 
Assembly, had we not regarded the Chris- 
tian peopleof the South as occupying such 
a peculiarly favorable position for pro- 
moting the spiritual welfare and the ele- 
vation of the freedmen, and had wc not, 
personally and through the columns of 
tho Observer, encouraged the friends of 
the freedmen at the North to contribute 
and labor for their benefit through South- 
ern Christians. But this action seems to 
us to open the door for direct missionary 
effort from other sources more widely 
than befoie, and to make such indepen. 
dent effort imperative. 

We need not tell those who have read 
the Assembly’s resolutions, that they 
voted no such things as here alleged, 
nor anything else that was not full of 
kindness and love for the poor freedmen; 
but on the contrary deolared in the fifth 
resolution that “nothing in our stand- 
ards or the word of God prohibits the 
introduction into the gospel ministry of 
any qualified person of any race.” 

It is very manifest that tho Observer s 
trouble about the action of the Assern- 
blyarises out of the appointment of Drs 
Hoge, Girardeau and Palmer to visit 
the churches of Europe and endeavor to 
dispel the predjudiees which the Obser- 
ver and others of that ilk have labored 
so assiduously to arouse against the 
Southern churohes. The Observer has 
doubtless heard of the effects of Dr. 
More’s private interviews with leading 
men of the British churches, and their 
amazement aT fu ^simple but indisputa- 
ble statement offsets. Like a good many 
other people the Observer has somehow 
managed to keep up a better reputation 
abroad than at home. And the visit of 
such Commissioners, opening the eyes 
of honest people in Britain, may put the 
Observer’s British subscription list into 
such a condition that Sewing Machines 
will not save it. 

Our readers will hardly know whether 
to be more amused or disgusted with the 
genuine, Yankee snobbery of the Obser- 
ver's reason for the assault on tho As- 
sembly.” “We personally and through 
tho columns of the Observer had encour- 
aged the friends of the Freedmen at the 
North to contribute” I ! The thing is 
the more worthy of note from the fact 
that the lesser editorial lights whose 
model is the Observer, seem to have made 
the usual mistake of copying the great 
man’s follies. It is only two weeks since 
that we found our little “exotic” neigh- 
bor swelling into eloquent interroga 
tionsand exclamations over some §100, 
that had been given out of somebody’s 
war spoils to feed the famine-stricken 
South, as laying the South and its friends 
under obligations of silence concerning 
apostasiesand church stealings and strat- 
egies for ever and ever ! 

But we have no evidence that the Ob- 
server's “encouragement to contribute” 
raised even the §100, much less that he 
gave the §100 himself. If the Observer 
had offered a Sewing Machine as a pre- 
mium for sixteen cqntributors to the re- 
lief of the Southern churches and their 
Missionaries to the Freedmen, we should 
have had more faijh in his zeal to en- 
courage contributors; and therefore 
would have recognized his claim to re- 
monstrate with the South as a first 
friend and patron. But wo have little 
faith in the Observer’s “personal ” influ- 
ence in this regard unless backed by the 
hope of a Sewing Machine, or its equiv- 
alent. Nor have we any idea that the 
Observer’s readers, purchased at the rate 
of sixteen head to the Machine, could 
through his influence, be led to contrib 
ute much to the South. If, as he insists, 
the Sewing Machine is a means of grace, 
it is not a means to the grace of giving. 

The cure of an evil tongue must be 
done at the heart. The weights and 
wheels are there, but the clocji- strikes 
according to their motion. Aguilefyl 
heart makes a guileful tongue and lips. 
It is the work-house where is the forge 
of deceits and slanders ; and the tongue I 
is only the outer shop where they are j 
vended, and the door pf it. Such ware 
as is made within suoh, and no other j 
can come out. — Leighton. 



allies, what will they say now, 
will they justify their enactments seeing 
that the borrowed logic has been pro- j 
nounced bogus V According to their 
own principles they are bound, for de- 1 
cency’asake to renounce their theories. 
Will they consent to return to the old i 
doctrine in the Church that “Law is 
King?’’ That, therefore, the Law of 1 
the Church as Christ gave it is the true 



Fields of Labor, 

We take the liberty of suggesting to 
friends everywhere in vacant congrega 
tions and missionary fields, that from 
our connection with the Synod’s Com- 
mittee of Missions, we have frequent 
inquiries from brethren in search of 
fields of labor. Indeed, many of the 
brethren seem to have the impression 
that the Committee of Missions here is 
a “Board” to find and appoint mission- bond of union to the Church, and obc- 
aries, rather than simply a disbursing , dicnco to that law rather than obedience 
committee to receive and divide out j to the orders of the majority of four-to- 
funds to feeble congregations as the ; one the only term of good citizenship ! 
several Committees of Presbyteries or^Wc would compromise the matter on 
neighboring ministers may recommend. I very liberal terms with them. We a»k 
Hence we suppose these inquiries after only that they annul their absurd de- 
fields of labor come so frequently to us. ; liverances founded upon the borrowed 

But while the finding ot laborers and • logic which the Supreme Court has pro- 
fields of labor is not within the official nounced bogus. That they annul their 
sphere of the Committee; and while we 
feel the greater delicacy in the matter 



of recommending men to fields, from 
the fact that our people have become 
very jealous on the subject of such in- 
terposition of the official influence of 
Missionary Committees to control the 
choice of the people; still, as individual 
office-bearers, desiring the welfare of the 
whole church, the members of the Com- 
mittee stand ready to render any service 
that vacant churches may desire, in the 
way of putting them in correspondence 
with ministers seeking a field of labor. 
In this far they invite applications for 
ministers, and can now give informa- 
tion of several excellent men whose ser- 
vices may be had. 

Law Is King— not Majority of “Four-le- 
one.’’ 

Wc observe, that aside from the wolf- 
ish bowlings of fanaticism over the loss 
of its prey, the secular journals of dif- 
ferent parties in the country are jubi- 
lant over the recent decision of the Su- 
preme Tribunal of the country, that 
habeas corpus and trial by jury may not 
be superseded, in the case of the citizen, 
by military commissions, however large- 
ly sustained by the popular majority 
of a party clamor. No one who read the 
great speech of Judge Black in the 
Milligan case could have anticipated a 
different decision, unless upon the sup- 
position that our jurists had utterly apos- 
tatized from the very first principles of 
our Anglo Saxon civilization. Thejour- 
nalists in giving expression to their joy 
at tho decision of the Supreme Court 
are but giving way to the instincts and 
impulses that are natural to the Anglo- 
Saxon blood, as distinguished from what 
Napoleon has been pleased to call “the 
Latin races.” And they are but ap- 
plying the principles and precedents of 
tho history of Anglo-Saxon liberty in 
the inferences which they draw from 
the Supreme Court’s decision, that the 
military commissions that sat at Wash- 
ington and elsewhere were but Lynch 
Law-mob courts disguised, lacking per- 
haps the honesty of motive which has 
sometimes characterized Lynch-Law 
courts. That therefore the blood thirsty 
Hunters and the Holts and their con- 
freres in cowardly cruelty, are them- 
selves amenable to the penalties of law 
for their pretended official acts, and as 
liable to indictment as murderers, as 
though by private violence they had 
taken the life, or had privately conspired 
with low perjured villains like Conover, 
Merritt, Montgomery, Ilyams and Sniv- 
al to destroy the life or the character 
of a citizen. 

All these questions belong indeed to 
the sphere of the seoular journals not to 
ours. But they are very suggestive of 
questions that do belong to our sphere. 
It is manifest to every intelligent student 
of our ecclesiastical history during five 
years past, that the present theory of 
Presbyterian government — of the om- 
nipotence of the Assembly and of the 
majority of four-to-one, rather than the 
Constitution — grew up side by side with 
tho political theory of Majority as King 
rather than the Constitution, and of the 
majority’s administration as the govern- 
ment whose prerogatives are {unlimited. 
The very reasoning of the advocates of 
unlimited political power wereborrowed 
and adopted by the ecclesiastical Jaco- 
bins who eet up the majority over the 
Constitution. And the very pleas of 
“military necessity,” have been urged 
as an all-sufficient justification of their 
acts of violence and wrong. Nay more, 
the very perjuries of the Lyoch-Law 
mob court at Washington — though east 
off as worthless shoddy by the devotees 
of that immaculate body, were picked 
up, as cast off old clothcSj by grave Ec- 
clesiastics, of the Pittsburg Assembly, 
and used as a cover for their infamous 
assaults upon the character of witnesses 
for the truth, whose testimony they 
could not resist by facts and arguments 
from the word of God. 

Now there is no “Supreme Court” in 
this case to pronounce a formal decision 
against either the false doctrines in- 
volved in the new theory of Presbyte- 
rian government set up by the reigning 
“administration,” or the acts of errone- 
ous wickedness perpetrated under it. 
The Constitution which Christ gave His 
Church being infallible, and the power 
vested ia its office bearers being only 
ministerial and declarative. Butas these 
learned doctors have founded their theo- 
ry and their administration not upon 
the revealed law of Christ, but upon 
reasoning borrowed from their political 



foolish orders to examine men as to their 
orthodoxy about State Rights and their 
penitence for the sin of rebellion. We 
will not demand, as we justly might, 
that they try and execute the receivers 
and retailers of the cast off perjuries. 
We will not ask as we justly might, that 
they order an examination of chaplains 
whether they stole books, pianos and 
finery when iu the army — and private 
members whether when in the army they 
robbed, pillaged and insulted the help- 
less, or even murdered them! Let by- 
gone be by gones. 

“ Hon to be Saved.”— Dr. Brookes’ Lit- 
tle Book. 

Wc have recently, for the first time, 
met with this little book, written some- 
time since by Dr. James H. Brookes, of 
St. Louis. 

So greatly are we impressed with the 
practical value of this excellent little 
treaties that we cannot forbear calling 
to it the attention of pastors and Chris- 
tian people who have occasion to direct 
inquiring souls to the Lamb of God. 
We are free to say that in twenty year's 
experience as a pastor we have met with 
no mere human guide to the way of sal- 
vation, which expresses in so brief a 
oompass, or so clearly and scripturally, 
all the things which we desire to say 
and which ought to be said to an anxious 
sinner. Nor do we know of any man 
ual which Christian people will find bet- 
ter adapted to assist them in reviewing 
the foundation of their hopes — for the 
Christian in doubt and darkness needs 
just the same instruction to bring the 
soul back to Christ, as those whereby 
he first found the way to Christ. Be- 
sides, every Christian should learn how 
to direct inquirers in the simplest and 
plainest way. Many a time such are 
kept long in darknsss from being mis- 
directed or insufficiently directed. 

Dr. Brookes takes up, in order, the 
questions: — How to be saved? — What 
is sin? — What is the law of God? — 
Have you broken the law ? Next the 
Saviour’s work for the sinner. Then 
the necessity of faith in the Saviour — 
What ismeantjby faith in Christ? — The 
encouragements to believe, and the evi- 
dences of faith. Each of these points 
successively he presents with a simplici- 
ty that reaches the child’s power of com- 
prehension, and yet with a logical and 
theological ability that must command 
the respect of the best trained minds. 
Never have we met with so much child- 
like simplicity, and yet so effective an 
answer to the usual difficulties and scepti- 
cism of inquirers. 

We shall rejoice to see this book be- 
come a hand-book in all our families. 
Already the title page announces the 
fortieth thousand. It is very cheap, 
too. In beautiful binding, only 50c.: in 
paper cover, 20o. Mr. Davidson, No. 
98 Third Street, Louisville, will sup- 
ply all orders for it. 

May we not Expect a General Revival? 

As we hear reports from our churches, 
in various quarters, of the unity of spir- 
it, the zeal, the enterprise and the libe- 
rality that prevail among the people 
that remain since the going out from 
among us “of those that were not of us” 
in sympathy and in spirit, the question 
often occurs do not these indications 
encourage the hope that the time may 
be at hand for a great outpouring of 
the Spirit of God upon our congrega- 
tions. It is manifest, indeed, that al- 
ready the churches are revived in a very 
high sense. This earnestness for the 
truth as it i3 in Jesus; this zeal for the 
freedom of Christ’s house, mark the 
presence of the Spirit. This grace of 
Christian beneficence, as evinced in 
the cheerful offerings of His people to 
support the gospel among our own fee- 
ble churches and for the relief of the 
brethren who suffer in the Southern 
churches, was that for the existence of 
which among the Christians of Corinth 
and Macedonia, the apostle exclaimed, 
“Thanks be unto God for His unspeak- 
able gift.” 

Every intelligent Christian must per- 
ceive that though the external strength 
of our congregations may have been im- 
paired somewhat by the divisions which 
have taken place, still the present condi- 
tion of the churches is a vast advance 
for the better upon their condition of 
this time a year ago under the treach- 
erous external calm which then existed, 
with the suspicion and distrust secretly 
felt. After all the clamor about the 
injury to religion from these open con- 
troversies and strifes concerning great 
doctrines and great principles of the 



rch, still it is not so injurious either 
to the real piety of the people in the 
church nor to the opinions of those 
that are without, as an external parade 
of peace and unity which is suspected 
to cover distrust, treachery, and hypoc- 
risy. We canoot but regard it as a 
great improvement iu our oonditipn 
that those who could not walk together 
with us because they agreed notwirh us 
in principle, have relieved us of the ne- 
cessity of wasting all our energies and 
enfeebling all our spirits in watching 
tho strategy of those within our fortress, 
whose hearts were really with them 
that was against us. 

In addition to the great advantage of 
thorough unity of spirit, true com- 
munion of saints in our churches, as a 
preparation for revival, we have also 
encouragement arising from the fact 
that the very troubles of the congrega- 
tions seem in so remarkable a degree to 
have aroused the attention of so many 
without the church, who hitherto seem- 
ed careless concerning these great doc- 
trines and principles. Thereby thev 
are brought into more intimate relations 
to Christian men and women, and 'thus 
have been brought within reach of per 
sonal effort for their salvation. These, 
and many similar signs of the time?, 
should encourage us to pray: “O, Lord 
revive thy work.” 



What Is thought of our Principles by the 
thoughtful in Indiana. 

It is rather a curious fact that among 
the many letters which wc receive from 
the readers of the Free Christian Com- 
monwealth approving the principles for 
which we contend, none are more ear- 
nest and cordial than those which come 
from readers north of the Ohio river. 
The reason of this is doubtless owing to 
the fact, in the latitude north of us, the 
thinking peoplo see clearly enough, by 
actual facts around them, the ruin which 
a fanatical ministry is bringing upon 
the Church ; and they are now beginning 
to realize that infidelity is the sure pro- 
duct of this fanaticism which has taken 
such fast hold upon the masses of the 
people. In Kentucky and the Border 
States generally, we have had but few 
of the simon-pure political preach- 
ers, unless it be some of the dead heads 
whom nobody will listen to, and who 
until they have found out that they 
have a mission to go#bout breakiug up 
churches, have not been very solicitous 
about either preaching themselves or hear 
ing anybody else preach the gospel. We 
publish an extract from a letter jus! re- 
ceived from Indiana, which shows that 
thoughtful men are beginning to see the 
true position in which they are to be 
placed who keep silent while the lawd of 
Christ’s kingdom are beingset at naught 
or trampled in the dust : 

I have been a very careful reader of 
the “True Presbyterian' and the “ Free 
Christian Commonwealth,’’ and I can 
truly say, that in no part of my life have 
I tried everything so carefully by God’s 
word; and never was God’s word so 
precious to me, and never had Iso much 
faith and enjoymodt in communion with 
God in prayer; and never have I en- 
deavorod at so much cost to live with a 
good conscience toward God and man 
than daring these last few years. 

I do not intend to imply that I ap- 
prove of everything in your paper, 
though I believe it is the beat paper in 
the land, but it has had its influence; 
and if the spirit of it is what its ene- 
mies, and some of its friends represent 
it to be, it has had an unnatural effect 
upon me — “a little leaven leavencth the 
whole lump.” 

We stemmed tho current pretty .well 
for a time, but the opposition seizing a 
favorable moment, mounti’ng the wave 
of popular excitement, succeeded iu 
taking the entire church with them. 
Butin the Presbytery, Synod andGeu 
eral Assembly, does the votes and pro- 
tests of some of the represent:!! ives of 
this little church stand for the kingdom 
and crown of Jesus. But votes and 
protests are not enough; so at the last 
meeting of the Session, I stated that as 
this church was in connection with the 
General Assembly, that until the Gene- 
ral Assembly either changed its course, 
or they took some action against the 
course pursued by the Assembly, I would 
not meet with them again. 

We live in the midst of abolitionism, 
and since our church has ceased, or al- 
most ceased to haveany moral influence, 
how fearfully has morals declined. I 
am fearful that God’s terrible judgments 
will suddenly startle many who will npt 
now take time to think of and examine 
these things. 

For the many excellent, documents in 
your paper — such as Mr. Lefevre’s ser 
tnon, you have my sincerest thanks and 
if I might add another word — I would 
say, “steady Oh Pilot! stand (irm at 
the wheel.” 

For the Free Christian Commonwealth. 

Confidential. 

N e\v Yeah, 1837. 

My Dear Friend: Have you paid 
your minister ? 

Respectfully yours, 

M. V. I*. 



For Thee and Me. — T here is an obi 
tale, of which, though idle in itself, the 
use may be good. A certain ram who 
would never go to church, when he 
heard the saint’s bell, would say to his 
wife, “Go thou to church, and pray for 
thee and me.” One night he dreamed 
that both he and his wife were dead, 
and that they knocked together at heav- 
en’s gate for entrance. St. Peter (hy 
the legend ) is the porter, and suffered 
the wile to enter in, but kept the hus- 
band out, answering hirr., “ she is gone 
in both for herself aad thee. As ihy 
wife went to church for thee, so must 
she go to heaven for thee.” 




